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The General Christian Missionary Convention, organized in 
1867, became the legal successor to the A. C. M.S. It must have 
been incorporated, but I have been unable to find a record of the 
same. 


. Period of Further Organization, 1874-1917. 


I. 


After the failure of the Louisville plan, the General Christian 
Missionary Convention and the American Society seemed to 
function together with periods of reorganization in the ’8os. 
It must be noted that from 1849 there has been an attempt to 
have a Convention to which organizations shall report. 


. Other National Organizations— 


C. W. B. M—1874. F.C. M. S.—1875. 

Church Extension—1883. N. B. A.—1886. 

Ministerial Relief—1897, Association for Promotion of 
Christian Unity—1g10. 

Board of Education—1914. 


They were all incorporated and held separate conventions at 
the time of the General Meetings. 


. The Congress—Restoration Association—Campbell Institute, 


etc. 


. Organization of the General Convention—1912. 
. Organization of the International Convention—1917. 


. Some General Observations. 


To understand why there is such a varied history we must look 
at the attitudes of our people. 


. The fear of ecclesiasticism. 

. The scriptural basis. 

. The conflict of personalities. 

. The influence of editors with different opinions. 

. The ideas of Mass Meetings with individual representation 


and Conventions with congregational representation with the 
organizations reporting to the Convention. 


. We have a situation that no other general gathering of re- 


ligious groups in the United States has, i. e., 
Corporations reporting to an unincorporated body. In all other 
religious bodies there is a corporate relationship. 


. The delegate idea is a matter of debate. The Southern Baptist 


Convention is through its messengers one of the most dele- 
gated bodies in the United States. I asked one of their leaders 
how that was and he replied, ‘““We delegate from the bottom, 
others delegate from the top.” 
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VII. The International Convention, 1917. 


Place Year Devotional Conference Business Address 
Columbus 1928 2 ° hours 7 hours 9 hours 12 hours 
Indianapolis 1932 2 hours’. Before Sessions 8 _ hours 13 hours 
Kansas City 1936 5% hours No Conf. 6% hours 14 hours 
Richmond 1940 7 hours 8 hours 5 hours 13 hours 


Some conventions were longer than others. 


. We find that other bodies emphasize, Business, Promotion, 


. Membership. 
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If we ever “delegate” it will have to be from the bottom, but 
how? 

The differences between moderns and conservatives. 
Various attitudes toward the actions of organizations. 


Proposed changes in the Constitution. 


The Program: 

a. Its nature 

b. Personnel 

c. How made 

d. Various emphasis 


APPROXIMATE DIVISION OF TIME ON PROGRAM 


The Recommendations Committee. 


All time General Secretaries. 
Reports and actions of the organizations. 


Not inclusive of all organizations, colleges, etc. 


Glaring omissions, viz. auditing. 


Length and time of holding Convention. 


Inspiration and Education. All are longer than ours. 


Special Commissions. 


Should we have any resolutions passed? Can any group ever 
“Speak for our people ?” 
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State 
Alabama 
Arizona 
Arkansas 
California (N) 
California (S) 


Colorado 
Florida 
Georgia 
Idaho 
{Illinois 
Indiana 
Iowa 


Kansas 
Kentucky 
Louisiana 
Maryland, Del., 
and D. of C. 
Michigan 
Mississippi 
Minnesota 
Missouri 
Montana 
Nebraska 
New England 
New Mexico & 
S. W. Texas 
New York & 


West Virginia 
Wisconsin 
Wyoming 
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OUTLINE OF STATE MISSIONARY HISTORY 


Date 
of State 


Convention Organization Reported 
1886 1886 


Date of 
Missionary 


Men 


21 
7 
8 

13 

15 


Longest Service 
O. P. Spiegel—6 yrs. 
Otho C. Moomaw—13 yrs. 
E. C. Browning—17 yrs. 
Milo J. Smith—14 yrs. 
C. R. Hudson—S yrs. 
F. T. Porter—5 yrs. 
Neal McGowan—S yrs. 


A. B. Robertson—1- yrs. 
Nathan Smith—15 yrs. 


H. H. Peters—21 yrs. 

G. I. Hoover—15 yrs. 

B. S. Denny—16 yrs. 

Arthur Dillinger—15 yrs. 

im Zimmerman—18 yrs. 
. W. Elliott—34 yrs. 


C. N. Williams—14 yrs. 

J. Frank Green—31 yrs. 

John H. Stevens—8 yrs. 

C. B. Osgood—10 yrs. 

C. C. Garrigues—10 yrs. 
Walter M. Jordan—9 yrs. 

R. C. Barrow—25 yrs. 
Norman H. Robertson—14 yrs. 


Carl Van Winkle—10 yrs. 
C. Ware—25 yrs. 


I. J. Cahill—21 yrs. 

D. Y. Donaldson—6 yrs. 
W. A. Merrill—6 yrs. 
C. F. Swander—32 yrs. 


A. I. Myhr—20 yrs. 

J. C. Mason—20 yrs. 
No employed man 

G. W. Abel—23S yrs. 
John. Tate—20 yrs. 

W. F. Turner—1i yrs. 
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1860 1882 | 
1880 1880 
1835 1849 21 
1832 1850 21 
1839 1862 11 
1846 1848 16 
_ 1851 = 
= 18332 1878 ‘ | 
1860 1883 12 
1865 1896 17 
1837 1837 10 
1880 1881 9 | 
1861 1867 13 : 
1835 1865 
Jersey 1878 : 
_ North Carolina 1831 1877 
‘ N. & S. Dakota 1878 —— 
: ‘Ohio 1852 1852 
: Oklahoma 1900 1907 
Oregon 1852 
motion, — Pennsylvania 1834 
_ South Carolina 1874 
Tennessee 1840 1890 
Texas 1850 1886 
Utah 1891 1891 
Virginia 1850 1875 
: Washington 1887 Uncertain 
1869 1870 


APPENDIX 


LOOKING TO A CLOSER RELATIONSHIP WITH AND 
UNDERSTANDING OF THE CHURCHES OF CHRIST 
By 
A. T. DEGRoor 


OR eleven years I have attended the annual conventions of the 
Disciples of Christ in Indiana. Always in the convention program 

- or in the conference periods the subject of Christian union has 
been discussed. On one occasion recently an elderly evangelist brought 
the convention to a standstill when he made a short speech to this effect: 
“TI want to ask a question. I have been asking this question ever since 
I was a young man, and no one ever has answered it. If you can answer 
it, you are wiser than all the Disciples of Christ I have known.” This, 
of course, brought a laugh. Then, slowly, he put his question—“W hat 
is the religious world divided over that the Bible teaches?” After a 
pause, when no reply was given, he repeated the question; still there was 
no answer. 

I trust that this Commission will credit me with a sincere humility 
when I say I am going to presume to answer our eminent evangelist’s 
question. However, it seems to me that I must establish my right to do 
so, and for this reason request your pardon in the frequent use of the 
first personal pronoun in this paper. 

I am a Disciple not by birth but by conversion, and was reared 
in what some would call the comparative darkness of Presbyterianism. 
Our family moving to Washington, D. C., I visited the Ninth Street 
Church, heard George A. Miller preach many times, and with mounting 
interest sat through a six weeks evangelistic meeting under Jesse 
Kellems. Brother Miller baptized me there as a young man, and in that 
church I later baptized one sister and read the marriage ceremony for 
my other sister. Today some of my home people attend the National 
City Church. 

It is generally recognized that converts are more enthusiastic, even 
more pugnacious, about their adopted faith than are birthright mem- 
bers. It is vital belief that causes change of associations. Converts 
write books and earnestly preach their new position. The experience 
of Newman, Campbell, and in our own times, Orchard and Chestertot, 
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are well known instances of this evident fact. You will understand 
that I am only tracing pertinent personal history when I add that I have 
done the same thing in a small way. All of my specialized academic 
work has been in the field of Disciple interests, as witness my pub- 
lished works on “The Literature of the Disciples of Christ,” “The 
Disciples and Slavery,” and our only book size county history of our 
churches in the United States, “The Churches of Christ in Owen 
County, Indiana.” My B. D. thesis was on the subject of “Open Mem- 
bership among Disciples of Christ”—a work which probably will never 
be published because I have greatly changed my opinion on the subject. 
As a final means of establishing my Discipleship I may add that in 
1928 I was awarded the $50 first prize given by Mr. Will Irwin for an 
essay on the New Testament church in connection with the celebration 
of the rg00th anniversary of Pentecost. 

Fired by zeal, many times I walked the campus thinking that the 
only thing our people needed was to preach the program for New 
Testament Christianity which I had learned in my college days. Surely 
when the truth was known the religious world promptly would come 
under the banner of the churches of Christ. I had as much sincere faith 
as did Alexander Campbell when he named his second journal the 
“Millenial Harbinger”—or, indeed, as much as C. C. Morrison when, 
on New Year’s Day, 1900, he re-named his magazine the “Christian 
Century.” 


II 


All of this was before I began my work as a practical minister. 
It was, one might say, when I was a “brain truster,” a professor. In 
the county to which I went I found three remnants of our once proud 
Restoration Movement. We should not say, “our once united move- 
ment,” for it never was united, as our more recent histories are begin- 
ning to show. Here were two churches belonging to the continuing 
Barton W. Stone or New Light movement, seven Christian churches 
descended from the majority body, and nine churches of Christ. It was 
here that I observed in actual practice the answer to our evangelist’s 
question. It may, indeed, be put more specifically in this form: “What 
is our brotherhood divided over that the Bible teaches.” And now for 
the answer. 


III 


(1) Our brotherhood is divided over what the New Testament 
teaches about instrumental music. One of the generating principles of 
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our movement has been to speak where the scriptures speak and to be 
silent where they are silent. The historic Protestant dogma is that the 
Divine Word is so clear that wayfaring men, through fools, need not err 
therein. Yet, we are divided as to what the New Testament teaches on 
what is considered, by hundred of thousands of sincere Christians in 
our company, as a matter of fundamental importance for salvation. 
Is it not apparent that we must either agree as to what the New Testa- 
ment teaches about the nature of the Christian life, or get a new basis of 
union? The breach in the old one gets wider every day. 

(2) Our brotherhood is divided over what the New Testament 
teaches about missions, higher education, Bible schools, and numerous 
other matters of organization for Christian work. The assumption 
of our fathers was that the scriptures were a sufficient rule of faith 
and practice, and their actions indicated that importance attached to 
the word “rule.” <A “thus saith the Lord” was to rule—but they could 
not agree on what the Lord had said. Is it not apparent, clearly demon- 
strated time and again in history (and not ours alone, but also among 
the pre-Reformation Scotch “New Testamenters,’ whose tragedies 
should have warned us)—is it not apparent that the New Testament 
contains no foreordained program for education, missions, and other 
church methods, which the world’s Christians can agree are funda- 
mental for salvation? If Disciples and Churches of Christ are to have 
closer relationships either they must so agree, or get a new basis of 
union. 

(3) Perhaps you will say the foregoing two examples go around 
the question first raised, instead of through it. Here is a direct 
answer : our brotherhood is divided in the town where I live on some- 
thing the New Testament plainly teaches. Three separate churches 
with their buildings and separate meetings eloquently testify to our 
disagreement and division. It is the communion cup question. Nothing 
is plainer than that “Jesus blessed the cup.” He did not bless two cups, 
or fifty, or the five thousand of our International Convention. Jesus 
blessed “the cup”—one cup. 

Now, if we are going to follow the principle that true Christianity 
involves the restoration of New Testament practice, we shall have to 
restore the one cup. Personally, I am ready to state that if I were to 
accept the basic principles of our Church of Christ I would feel obliged 
to advocate one cup. Already we have one monthly magazine dedicated 
to the advocacy of this “vital” matter of the Christian life. Our 
brotherhood is divided over what the New Testament plainly teaches 
about it. 
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IV 


The foregoing account serves to show that the Restoration move- 
ment sprang into being with the germs of two incompatible philosophies 
resident in its being, and time has served to promote the logical growth 
and development of these germinal concepts. The first principle con- 
ceives of the New Testament as an exact and infallible record of a 
foreordained and unchangeable structure of a church, which is revealed 
inerrantly through the mind and actions of Jesus and the apostles, com- 
plete with blue prints, specifications, and all necessary appliances. This 
was the way I understood the matter when I became a Disciple. The 
second principle conceives of the New Testament as a record of the 
impact of Jesus on his disciples and his times, and the perpetuation of 
his purposes through an organization which he called his church. The 
first understands the church to be the child of the New Testament; the 
second believes the New Testament to be the child of the church. The 
first understands that the ordinances to be practices, and the exact form 
in which they shall be administered, the organizations to be employed, 
and even the precise order of events in a true Christian service of wor- 
ship, are divinely revealed and are infallibly fixed and unchangeable. 
The second proposes that the form of ordinances, the organization, and 
the worship methods and paraphenalia are subordinate to the best 
apprehension of the mind of Jesus ; for the whole and of man is to attain 
to the mind of Christ and not to the reproduction of ancient modes of 
behavior in the fulfillment of this purpose. 

As a practical demonstration of the lengths to which the first of 
these principles will take the church of our Lord along the dark path of 
division and strife, I cite the situation in my community, of 2,000 souls. 
A fourth New Testament church is about to be formed because none 
of the others are truly Christian in their worship service. Acts 2:42 
tells us about the order in which the original Christians worshipped ; 
any deviation from this order automatically makes the digressives 
unchristian. So we are about to be blessed with an Acts 2:42-order, 


one-cup, anti-instrumental-music, anti-society, etc . . . church, specifi- 
cally revealed in the New Testament “by example or express precept.” 
V 


Perhaps our subject is stated in reverse order. There must be 
understanding of before there can be closer relationship with the 
brethren, “If two be not agreed, can they walk together?” Of course 
they can walk together, even if they are not agreed as to communion 
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cups, missionary societies, and music in worship; however, first of all, 
they must understand that New Testament Christianity is not a matter 
of predestined architecture and paraphenalia; it is a matter of letting 
the mind be in us which was in Christ Jesus our Lord. 
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A COMMUNICATION FROM DANIEL SOMMER 


Feb. 6, 1936. 
Dr. F. D. KERSHNER, 
My Brother in Hope: 

Yours of yesterday is appreciated because of its courteousness. 
Yet I am grieved when I think of the difference between us. You 
remind me of that splendid old gentleman named Brazilla Blount. He 
would not advocate any kind of innovations, but would preach where 
they were or were not. I told him that he was not an apostolic nor an 
innovator, but a submissionist. Yet I learned that whenever he was 
told to select a man to help him in a protracted meeting he always 
chose an innovator, and then the change was made in favor of the organ. 
I know that was true at North Salem, this state. 

But I have convictions on this subject of “keeping the worship 
pure,” and I wish all others to have convictions on that subject. There- 
fore what Thomas Campbell called “a good natured compromise” or 
what has been called in diplomatic circles “a gentlman’s agreement” 
I regard with contempt. It does not meet the divine requirement for 
it is founded on human reason or human courtesy, and not on divine 
authority and thus on divine approval. 

In Exodus 20th and Deut. 27th I am informed God ordained 
that the Jewish altar should be built of “whole stones,” not polished 
stones in any measure or degree. That altar foreshadowed the gospel 
on which and by which we are to offer ourselves in “spirit, soul and 
body” to God. God declared that for any one to “lift an iron tool” 
upon a stone for the Jewish alter would pollute it. That means much 
to me. 

For this reason I am afraid to add anything to the gospel either 
in its divine arrangement for worship or work, beyond what the New 
Testament authorizes. But this fear on my part separates me from 
you or any one else that regards the musical instrument in the worship 
with indifference. But this revelation concerning the Jewish altar is 
only one of near or about a dozen revelations on this subject. You have 
heard me mention several of them, and the last one is that our Savior 
said he could do nothing of himself, but was confined to what the 
Father had said to him. 

The lack of reverence that I have found among “Christian 
Church” preachers has horrified me. When I was debating with Dr. 
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Howe of Crawfordsville many years ago in Henry county of this state, 
I told the audience that the Bible had in it two great propositions that 
God proved. One was that he was the supreme and everlasting God 
and that the miracles wrought in Egypt were intended to prove that 
proposition. Howe answered in about these words: “If that is so then 
God showed he was a very poor lawyer for the Egyptians went on 
sinning and have been sinning ever since.”’ 

Disciples of Christ began their restoration work by showing 
reverence for God’s word. But in proportion as they became possessed 
of the innovating disposition their reverence subsided. As a result they 
are like the primitive church when it began to innovate. They forgot 
that Jesus Christ is King and thus is the lawmaker and lawgiver for 
his people, even as God was for the Jewish people. Alexander Camp- 
bell wrote of the apostles as “legislators.” That was a mistake. But 
those who have imitated Campbell most closely have seemed to think 
that they can make laws, and rules and regulations, forgetting that 
Jesus Christ is our Lawmaker and Lawgiver. 

You say in your letter that you would prefer a “united church 
without the organ rather than a divided church with the organ.” 
That is good as far as it goes ; but it is, I think, a long distance from full 
acceptance and advocacy of the Savior’s prayer for unity. And it isa 
long distance from Paul’s invocation of a curse on either man or angel 
who would prevent the gospel by addition of one item of Judaism. 
This means that you and I are as widely separated in regard to the 
question we are considering as the words “‘preference” and “conviction” 
are separated in meaning. The Savior’s prayer for unity is supreme 
with me; but you seem to regard it as a petition which if obeyed would 
introduce a condition that is preferable to division! Can we not get 
closer together than this? In all the speeches you have heard from 
me, have I been simply an entertainer? Or have I been like one pouring 
water into a sieve? 

In Col. 2:10 we find this declaration: “And ye are complete in 
Him who is the head of all principality and power.”” Then in Eph. 
1:22 and 23 we learn that “the church” is the “fulness of Him that 
filleth all in all.” When I consider such declaration and then think of 
the entire letter to the Galatians I am led to wonder whether any sing- 
ing that is accompanied by a musical instrument is acceptable to God 
and our Savior as an act of worship. And I am led to wonder whether 
those who have divided the church for which the Savior died, because 
of their determination to have such an artifical arrangement. I say 
I am led to wonder whether such a people can set the Lord’s table 
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acceptably in heaven’s sight. There the declaration of Paul about eating 
meats in doubt receives ‘““Whatsoever is not of faith is sin.” 

I have written rapidly, but I think you will at least gather my 
meaning. With assurance of kindest personal regards for you and 
yours, I remain in hope and prayer, 


DANIEL SOMMER. 
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